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SDC Motion to De-Designate Restricted Materials 

Before the 
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES 

The Library of Congress 

In re 

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE  
ROYALTY FUNDS 

CONSOLIDATED DOCKET NO. 
14-CRB-0010-CD/SD 

(2010-13) 
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE 
ROYALTY FUNDS 

SETTLING DEVOTIONAL CLAIMANTS’ MOTION TO DE-DESIGNATE 
RESTRICTED MATERIALS (De-Designated)

Pursuant to the Judges’ Protective Orders (Mar. 31, 2016) at §V.D,1 the Settling 

Devotional Claimants move for a determination that the following information designated as 

“Restricted” in Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause (Feb. 28, 2020) should 

not remain “Restricted”: 

 Exhibit F, which appears to be an instrument transferring Denise Vernon’s

interest in Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC to Alfred Galaz, “[e]ffective January

1, 2017,” for consideration of one dollar (attached hereto as Ex. 1);

 Exhibit G, which appears to be an instrument transferring ownership of

Worldwide Subsidy Group from Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz to Ryan Galaz

“[e]ffective December 31, 2017,” for consideration of one dollar (attached hereto

as Ex. 2);

 Exhibit H, which appears to be an instrument transferring Alfred Galaz’s “right,

title and interest” in Multigroup Claimants and Spanish Language Producers to

1  The Judges entered substantially identical protective orders in Nos. 14-CRB-0010-CD and 14-CRB-0011-SD on 
March 31, 2016.  The two cases were subsequently consolidated.  Order Consolidating Proceedings and 
Reinstating Case Schedule (Dec. 22, 2017).  Because the substantive provisions are identical, this motion refers to 
both orders together as one. 
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Ryan Galaz “[e]ffective January 1, 2018,” for consideration of one dollar 

(attached hereto as Ex. 3); and 

 All portions of Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause and the 

supporting Declaration of Brian Boydston that refer to the information contained 

in Exhibits F, G, and H.  

 As required by Protective Order § V.D(2), counsel for the SDC served Multigroup 

Claimants’ counsel with written notice by email that the SDC objected to the designation of the 

documents as “Restricted,” and requested Multigroup Claimants to withdraw the designation.  

See Ex. 7.  Counsel for Multigroup Claimants refused.  Id. 

I. Multigroup Claimants and Worldwide Subsidy Group Have No Legitimate Interest 
in Keeping the Identities of Their Owners Confidential. 

 
There is nothing even arguably confidential about Exhibit F, purporting to show a 

transfer of Denise Vernon’s interest in Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC to Alfred Galaz, 

“[e]ffective January 1, 2017,” for consideration of one dollar.  It has already been revealed in 

multiple public pleadings by Worldwide Subsidy Group and Multigroup Claimants that Denise 

Vernon was at one time the majority owner of Worldwide Subsidy Group.  Alfred Galaz 

submitted a public declaration claiming that he obtained a 99% interest in Worldwide Subsidy 

Group at some time before January 1, 2018.  See Alfred Galaz Declaration in Support of 

Multigroup Claimants’ Opposition to Settling Devotional Claimants’ Motion for Order to Show 

Cause (Jan. 9, 2020).  The only new information contained in Exhibit F is that the “[e]ffective 

date” of the transfer is purported to be on January 1, 2017, and the transfer was for one dollar in 

consideration.   

Even if the transfer of Denise Vernon’s interests in Worldwide Subsidy Group to Alfred 

Galaz had not already been disclosed publicly, Worldwide Subsidy Group has no legitimate 
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expectation that it may keep the identity of its members confidential.  As a Texas limited liability 

company, Worldwide Subsidy Group was required by Tex. Tax Code § 171.203 to file a public 

information report annually.  The public information report form requires identification of the 

“[n]ame, title and mailing address of each … member …” of the limited liability company.  See 

Ex. 4, Declaration of Eva-Marie Nye, at Exs. A, B, and C (emphasis added).  The signature line 

requires the signer to declare that the information contained on the form is “true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief, as of the date below ….”  Id.  Each of the reports filed by 

Worldwide Subsidy Group in 2016, 2017, and 2018, is signed in the name of either Denise 

Vernon or Alfred Galaz (even though Alfred Galaz denies ever seeing or signing the form).  Id.  

The public information reports filed by Worldwide Subsidy Group contradict the information 

contained in Exhibit F and G (more on this below).  But the requirement to file the public 

information report demonstrates that Worldwide Subsidy Group has no legitimate interest in 

keeping the identity of its members confidential. 

Exhibit G appears to be an instrument transferring ownership of Worldwide Subsidy 

Group from Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz to Ryan Galaz “[e]ffective December 31, 2017,” for 

consideration of one dollar.   

Pleadings filed by Ryan Galaz in litigation against his own mother show that Ryan Galaz 

is the son of Raul Galaz and Raul Galaz’s ex-wife, Lisa Katona Fodera (previously Lisa Katona 

Galaz).  Ex. 5, Declaration of Ryan T. Galaz in Support of RTG LLC’s Opposition to Lisa 

Fodera’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, RTG, LLC v. Fodera, No. 5:19-cv-87-JKP-RBF 

(W.D. Tex. Oct. 2, 2019), at ¶¶ 2, 7, and 8.  Ryan Galaz has been a major recipient of Worldwide 

Subsidy Group’s largesse.  On January 27, 2017, shortly after the purported conveyance of 

Worldwide Subsidy Group to Alfred Galaz, Worldwide Subsidy Group conveyed a 
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condominium in Miami Beach, Florida, valued at $363,066.00, to Ryan Galaz’s company, RTG, 

LLC, for no consideration.  Ex. 6, Quit Claim Deed from Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC, to 

RTG, LLC.   

Alfred Galaz has already publicly disclosed that he conveyed his interest in Worldwide 

Subsidy Group on January 1, 2018 (one day off from the “effective” date of December 31, 

2017), although he claimed in his bankruptcy petition that the conveyance was to his ex-wife, 

Ruth Galaz: 

 

So, the only new information contained in Exhibit G is that the transferee of Alfred Galaz’s 

interests in Worldwide Subsidy Group was Ryan Galaz, and not Ruth Galaz.   

 There is no reason why Ryan Galaz’s identity in Exhibit G should be confidential.  As 

with Exhibit F, above, Worldwide Subsidy Group was required to disclose its members in its 

public information report (notwithstanding the fact that Worldwide Subsidy Group’s public 

information report for 2018, apparently signed by Alfred Galaz as “Member” on June 23, 2018, 

does not identify Ryan Galaz).   
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 Moreover, according to footnote 1 of Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show 

Cause, “Alfred Galaz provided his bankruptcy legal counsel all of his relevant papers, including 

the document attached hereto as Exhibit G.  Alfred Galaz speculated that such legal counsel 

simply misread the document, and identified Ruth Galaz, a co-signatory to the document, as the 

transferee, not Ryan Galaz.”  According to this footnote, Ryan Galaz would have been publicly 

identified in Alfred Galaz’s bankruptcy petition as the transferee of Worldwide Subsidy Group 

but for the fact that Alfred Galaz’s counsel “misread” the document.  Again, there is no 

legitimate expectation that either the owner or the date of transfer of Worldwide Subsidy Group 

would be kept confidential. 

Exhibit H similarly appears to be an instrument transferring Alfred Galaz’s “right, title 

and interest” in Multigroup Claimants and Spanish Language Producers to Ryan Galaz 

“[e]ffective January 1, 2018,” for consideration of one dollar.  The document falsely states that 

Multigroup Claimants has “no current financial obligations, and no current value,” even though 

Multigroup Claimants claimed to have obligations as an agent for many dozens of copyright 

claimants, and was currently claiming a right to recover millions of dollars in royalties in 

multiple Copyright Royalty Board proceedings.  Under Massachusetts law, where Ryan Galaz 

resides, a person conducting business under an assumed name is required to file a certificate 

publicly in the city or town where the person does business.  See Mass. Gen. Law ch. 110 § 5: 

Any person conducting business in the commonwealth under any title 
other than the real name of the person conducting the business, whether 
individually or as a partnership, shall file in the office of the clerk of every 
city or town where an office of any such person or partnership may be 
situated a certificate stating the full name and residence of each person 
conducting such business, the place, including street and number, where, 
and the title under which, it is conducted, and pay the fee as provided by 
clause (20) of section thirty-four of chapter two hundred and sixty-two.  
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Copyright Royalty Board regulations likewise require claimants to provide the Board with legal 

names, and to notify the Board of any change in the legal name or the entity entitled to royalties.  

37 C.F.R. § 360.4(c) (“In the event the legal name and/or address of the copyright owner entitled 

to royalties or the person or entity filing the claim changes after the filing of the claim, the filer 

or the copyright owner shall notify the Copyright Royalty Board of the change.”).  If Ryan Galaz 

is the owner of the assets previously associated with Multigroup Claimants, as Exhibit H appears 

to show, then there is no legitimate expectation that Multigroup Claimants can keep Ryan 

Galaz’s identity a secret.  

II. The Public Has a Legitimate Interest in Knowing That an Agent in Copyright 
Royalty Proceedings Has Submitted False Information. 

 
Copyright royalty proceedings are presumed to be open to the public, and the burden is 

on the party seeking protection to show why the documents should be kept Restricted.  See 

EEOC v. Nat’l Children’s Ctr., 98 F.3d 1406, 1409 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (“[T]he starting point in 

considering a motion to [un]seal court records is a ‘strong presumption in favor of public access 

to judicial proceedings.’” (quoting Johnson v. Greater Southeast Community Hosp. Corp., 951 

F.2d 1268, 1277 (D.C. Cir. 1991)); see also 37 C.F.R. § 302.1(a) (“Records of proceedings 

before the Board will be available for public inspection ….”).  The SDC, too, have a right to 

public proceedings.  Perhaps most importantly, the claimants purportedly represented by 

Multigroup Claimants have the right to access information about who is claiming to be their 

agent and to act in their interests.   

The D.C. Circuit applies a six-part test to determine whether the party seeking to seal 

records has overcome the “strong presumption” in favor of public access: 

(1) the need for public access to the documents at issue; (2) the extent of 
previous public access to the documents; (3) the fact that someone has 
objected to disclosure, and the identity of that person; (4) the strength of 
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any property and privacy interests asserted; (5) the possibility of prejudice 
to those opposing disclosure; and (6) the purposes for which the 
documents were introduced during the judicial proceedings. 
 

EEOC v. Nat’l Children’s Ctr., 98 F.3d at 1409 (citing United States v. Hubbard, 650 F.2d 293, 

317–22 (D.C. Cir. 1980)).  Application of the Hubbard principles is mandatory under circuit 

precedent.  Johnson v. Greater Southeast Community Hosp. Corp., 951 F.2d 1268, 1277 (D.C. 

Cir. 1991).  The burden is on the party seeking to keep records under seal “to come forward with 

specific reasons why the record, or any part thereof, should remain under seal.  Should the court 

determine that some kind of sealing order is warranted, that order should be no broader than is 

necessary to protect those specific interests identified as in need of protection.”  Id. at 1278.  In 

this case, each of the six Hubbard factors favor public disclosure:  

 (1) Need for Public Access.  There is a need for the public to be aware of the identity and 

potential fraudulent conduct of agents of copyright owners claiming the right to millions of 

dollars of copyright royalties collected by an agency of the federal government.  Indeed, the fact 

that the documents bear directly on the administration of funds by a government agency and on 

the decisions of the Judges is a strong factor in favor of public disclosure.  “The appropriateness 

of making court files accessible is accentuated in cases where the government is a party.”  EEOC 

v. Nat’l Children’s Ctr., 98 F.3d at 1409 (quoting Federal Trade Comm'n v. Standard Fin. 

Management Corp., 830 F.2d 404, 410 (1st Cir. 1987)).  The public has a right to know who 

claims and receives the benefit of large distributions of funds collected by the government, and 

how the Judges reach their determinations as to who may claim and receive such funds. 

 (2) Extent of Previous Public Access.  Much of the information contained in the 

documents is already contained in other documents that are already made public.  Public 
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disclosure of the members of Worldwide Subsidy Group and the owner of “Multigroup 

Claimants” is required by applicable state law, and is not protected from disclosure by law. 

 (3) Identity of the Person Objecting to Disclosure.  Although a party has objected to 

disclosure, there is absolutely no showing in support of the conclusory declaration from 

Multigroup Claimants’ counsel that the disclosure of any of this information “could damage 

Multigroup Claimants and its principals” other than in the obvious respect that they might help to 

expose numerous false statements by Multigroup Claimants and its principals.  See Declaration 

of Brian Boydston (Feb. 28, 2020) at ¶ 2.  Indeed, without the information contained in the 

documents, the “identity of that person” who is objecting to disclosure, which is at the very heart 

of the Judges’ Order to Show Cause, will remain obscured to the public. 

 (4)  Property or Privacy Interest in Information.  Multigroup Claimants has articulated no 

property or privacy interest in the information, which has not been asserted to be a trade secret.  

The identity of parties doing business before federal government agencies is not a private matter. 

 (5)  Possibility of Prejudice.  Multigroup Claimants has articulated no possibility of 

undue prejudice from disclosure of the information, alleging only in general terms that disclosure 

of the information “could damage Multigroup Claimants and its principals.”  This does not meet 

the burden “to show specific reasons why the record, or any part thereof, should remain under 

seal.”  Johnson, 951 F.2d at 1278. 

 (6)  Purposes for Which the Information Was Introduced.  The documents were 

introduced in response to the Judges Order to Show Cause, which related specifically to the 

Judges’ finding that “the current record in this proceeding lacks clarity regarding the identity and 

ownership of the entity that calls itself Multigroup Claimants.”  The documents directly conflict 

with many of the assertions that Multigroup Claimants has already made to the Judges in 
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connection with the Order to Show Cause and with information that Worldwide Subsidy Group 

has made public.  Keeping Multigroup Claimants’ evidence secret will continue to cause a lack 

of clarity in the public record, further obscuring Multigroup Claimants’ true identity. 

The public interest in public disclosure of each of these documents is especially clear.  

The information in each of the exhibits directly conflicts with other information that Worldwide 

Subsidy Group or Alfred Galaz has made public: 

 Exhibit F, purporting to show a transfer of Worldwide Subsidy Group “[e]ffective 

January 1, 2017,” from Denise Vernon to Alfred Galaz conflicts directly with Worldwide 

Subsidy Group’s public information report for 2017, apparently signed by Denise Vernon 

on September 11, 2017, identifying Denise Vernon as Worldwide Subsidy Group’s sole 

member.  (See Ex. 4, Declaration of Eva-Marie Nye, at Ex. B). 

 Exhibit G, purporting to show a transfer of Worldwide Subsidy Group “[e]ffective 

December 31, 2017,” from Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz to Ryan Galaz conflicts with 

Worldwide Subsidy Group’s public information report for 2017, discussed above, and 

with Worldwide Subsidy Group’s public information report for 2018, apparently signed 

by Alfred Galaz on June 23, 2018, identifying Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz each as a 

“Partner” in Worldwide Subsidy Group.  See Ex. 4, Declaration of Eva-Marie Nye, at Ex. 

C).  As noted, Exhibit G also conflicts with Alfred Galaz's public bankruptcy filing, in 

which he claims that he transferred “Worldwide Subsidy” to Ruth Galaz on January 1, 

2018. 

 Exhibit H, purporting to show a transfer of Multigroup Claimants and Spanish Language 

Producers “[e]ffective January 1, 2018,” from Alfred Galaz to Ryan Galaz conflicts with 

Alfred Galaz's declaration, filed with Multigroup Claimants' opposition on January 9, 
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2020, in which Alfred Galaz claimed, “even if I had been required to identify 

‘Multigroup Claimants’ in my bankruptcy petition, I had already transferred all interests 

held by it into Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC, which adopted ‘Multigroup Claimants’ 

as an assumed name.  At the time of such transfer, I owned 99% of Worldwide Subsidy 

Group, LLC, and effective January 1, 2018 transferred all of my interest in that entity.”  

Contrary to Alfred Galaz's public testimony, Exhibit H purports to show that Alfred 

Galaz transferred Multigroup Claimants to Ryan Galaz, not to Worldwide Subsidy 

Group, and that he transferred Multigroup Claimants after he had already transferred his 

99% interest in Worldwide Subsidy Group. 

Multigroup Claimants, Worldwide Subsidy Group, and the Galaz family cannot 

permissibly use the Judges’ Protective Order to create one narrative in public (whether true or 

false) while advancing a different and contradictory narrative in restricted filings (whether true 

or false).  The documents concerning transfers of interests in Worldwide Subsidy Group and 

Multigroup Claimants should be publicly available, and may the truth eventually prevail. 

III. Conclusion 

 For the foregoing reasons, the SDC request the Judges to determine that the documents 

and information designated as Restricted in Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show 

Cause should not remain Restricted. 
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Date:  March 4, 2019    Respectfully submitted, 
 
  /s/ Matthew J. MacLean     
Matthew J. MacLean (DC Bar No. 479257) 
Matthew.MacLean@pillsburylaw.com 
Michael A. Warley (DC Bar No. 1028686) 
Michael.Warley@pillsburylaw.com 
Jessica T. Nyman (D.C. Bar No. 1030613) 
Jessica.Nyman@pillsburylaw.com 
PILLSBURY WINTHROP SHAW PITTMAN LLP 
1200 Seventeenth Street, NW 
Washington DC 20036 
Tel: (202) 663-8183 
Fax: (202) 663-8007 

Arnold P. Lutzker (DC Bar No. 108106) 
Arnie@lutzker.com 
Benjamin Sternberg (DC Bar No. 1016576) 
Ben@lutzker.com 
LUTZKER & LUTZKER LLP 
1233 20th Street, NW, Suite 703 
Washington DC 20036 
Tel: (202) 408-7600 
Fax: (202) 408-7677 
 
Counsel for Settling Devotional Claimants 
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Certificate of Service 
 
 I certify that on March 4, 2019, I caused the foregoing to be served on all parties by filing 

through the eCRB system. 

 
 /s/ Matthew J. MacLean   
Matthew J. MacLean 



Declaration of Matthew J. MacLean in Support of SDC’s Motion to De-Designate 1 

Before the 
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES 

The Library of Congress 
 
In re 
 
DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE  
ROYALTY FUNDS 

 
 

CONSOLIDATED DOCKET NO. 
14-CRB-0010-CD/SD 

(2010-13) 
 
 
 

 
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE 
ROYALTY FUNDS 
 

 
DECLARATION OF MATTHEW J. MACLEAN IN SUPPORT OF SETTLING 
DEVOTIONAL CLAIMANTS’ MOTION TO DE-DESIGNATE RESTRICTED 

MATERIALS 
 
 I, Matthew J. MacLean, hereby state and declare as follows: 

1. I am a litigation partner in the law firm Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP.  I 

represent the Settling Devotional Claimants (“SDC”) in this matter. 

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of Exhibit F to Multigroup 

Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause (Feb. 28, 2020), which Multigroup Claimants’ 

counsel has designated as Restricted Subject to the Protective Order in this matter. 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of Exhibit G to Multigroup 

Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause (Feb. 28, 2020), which Multigroup Claimants’ 

counsel has designated as Restricted Subject to the Protective Order in this matter. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of Exhibit H to Multigroup 

Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause (Feb. 28, 2020), which Multigroup Claimants’ 

counsel has designated as Restricted Subject to the Protective Order in this matter. 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of a declaration of Ms. Eva-Marie 

Nye, the Director of Research Services for my firm, previously submitted with the SDC’s Reply 



Declaration of Matthew J. MacLean in Support of SDC’s Motion to De-Designate 2 

in Support of Motion for Order to Show Cause Why Multigroup Claimants Should Not Be 

Disqualified as an Agent to Receive Funds on Behalf of Claimants, filed on January 21, 2020. 

6. Attached as Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of a declaration of Ryan Galaz dated 

October 2, 2019, that I retrieved from the online public docket of RTG v. Lisa Katona Fodera, 

No. 5:19-cv-00087-JKP-RBF (W.D. Tex.). 

7. Attached as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of a Quit Claim Deed from Worldwide 

Subsidy Group, LLC, to RTG, LLC, dated January 27, 2017, of a condominium in Miami Beach, 

Florida, valued at $362,066.00, that I retrieved from the online land records of Miami-Dade 

County, Florida. 

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of an email exchange between me 

and Multigroup Claimants’ counsel on March 2-3, 2020, in which I objected in writing to 

Multigroup Claimants’ designation of the information at issue in this motion as Restricted. 

9. Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 7, and the highlighted portions of pages 1-5 and 8-10 of the SDC’s 

Motion to De-Designate Restricted Materials are submitted as Restricted – Subject to Protective 

Orders in Docket No. 14-CRB-0010-CD/SD (2010-13) solely because they contain information 

that has been designated as Restricted by Multigroup Claimants.   

 
I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  Executed March 

4, 2020, in Washington, DC. 

 

 /s/ Matthew J. MacLean     
Matthew J. MacLean 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 1 

Exhibit F to Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause 

  
 

 

  



TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS 
IN 

WORLDWIDE SUBSIDY GROUP ,LLC. 
dba INDEPENDENT PRODUCERS GROUP 

Effective January 1 ~, 2017 ,for and in consideration of the sum of one dollar and good and other 
valuable consideration, hereby agree that Denise Vernon, a member and economic interest holder in 
Worldwide Subsidy Group,LLC(WSG). a Texas limited liability company, sometimes doing.business as 
Independent Producers Group, hereby transfers and assigns to Al Galaz all of her right, title .and interest 
in WSG, including but not limited to any interest as a member or economic interest holder in WSG. 

WSG's members its agents, employees, officers, consultants, directors, successors and assigns shall 
indemnify and hold hannless Denise Vernon from and against any and all damages, liabilities, losses, 
expenses, taxes, costs or claims( including attorneys' fees). The term "claims" mean any claim or right 
or demand to assert or recover money for a debt or for actual or exemplary damages or for any 
restitution, statutory or regula~ory penalty, or any other remedy providing for recovery of money. 

. . 
. ' 

WSG and the aforementioned releases and discharges Denise Vernon from any claim that they have 
asserted now or in the future against Denise Vernon based on any act, omission, condition or event for 
which they allege or could allege that Denise Vernon is or was responsible in any way from the 
beginning of time through the date of this agreement. This release includes all such claims regardless of 
whether WSG knows of the claim now or not, and regardless of whether they know of the 
circumstances giving rise to the claim or not_ It is intended for this to be the broadest and most 
comprehensive release of claims allowed by law and intends that in any dispute over the meaning or 
scope, it be interpreted liberally in_favor of Denise Vernon to effect that intent. The releasing parties 
promise to never sue Denise Vernon on (or otherwise assert against Denise Vernon) any claim subject 
to this release. 

This agreement and transfer is approved by all members of the limited liab~lity company in accordance 
with the articles of organization and the regulations of the company. 

Al Galaz~ 



 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 2 

Exhibit G to Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause 

 
 

 

  



12/31/17

     

TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS IN 
WORLDWIDE SUBSIDY GROUP, LLC 

dba INDEPENDENT PRODUCERS GROUP 

Effective December 31, 2017, for and in consideration of the sum of one dollar and good and 
valuable consideration, we hereby agree that AL GALAZ and RUTH GALAZ, members and 
economic interest holders in Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC (WSG), a Texas limited liability 
company, sometimes doing business as Independent Producers' Group, hereby transfer and assign 
to RY AN GALAZ all of their right, title and interest in WSG, including but not limited to any 
interest as member or economic interest holders in WSG. 

AL GALAZ and RUTH GALAZ, their agents, employees, officers, consultants, directors, 
successors and assigns, shall indemnify and hold harmless RYAN GALAZ from and against any 
and all damages, liabilities, losses, expenses, taxes, costs or claims (including attorneys' fees). 
The term "claims" means any claim or right or demand to assert or recover money for a debt or 
for actual or exemplary da~ages or for any restitution, statutory or regulatory penalty, or any 
other remedy providing fot recovery of money. Such right remains exclusive to RYAN GALAZ, 
and any attempt to transfer such right to a third party shall be deemed null and void ab initio. 

This agreement and transfer is approved by all members of WSG in accordance with the articles 
of organization and the regulations of the company. 

Ryan Galaz ~tdag 



 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 3 

Exhibit H to Multigroup Claimants’ Response to Order to Show Cause 

 
 

 

  



1/1/2018

    

TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS 
IN MULTIGROUP CLAIMANTS AND 
SPANISH LANGUAGE PRODUCERS 

Effective January 1, 2018, for and in consideration of the sum of one dollar and such other good 
and valuable consideration, we hereby agree that AL GALAZ, owner of all interests in 
MULTIGROUP CLAIMANTS and SPANISH LANGUAGE PRODUCERS, sole 
proprietorships, hereby transfers and assigns to RY AN GALAZ all of his right, title and interest 
thereto, including but not limited to any interest as a legal or economic interest holder, and any 
interest in executory contracts to which such entities are a party or beneficiary. 

AL GALAZ hereby represents that MULTI GROUP CLAIMANTS and SPANISH LANGUAGE 
PRODUCERS have no current financial obligations, and no current value. In the event such 
representation is subsequently established to be inaccurate, AL GALAZ, his agents employees, 
officers, consultants, direct9rs, successors and assigns, shall indemnify and hold harmless RYAN 
GALAZ from and against mj.y and all damages, liabilities, losses, expenses, taxes, costs or claims 
(including attorneys' fees) as a result thereof. The term "claims" means any claim or right or 
demand to assert or recover money for a debt or for actual or exemplary damages or for any 
restitution, statutory or regulatory penalty, or any other remedy providing for recovery of money. 
Such right remains exclusive to RYAN GALAZ, and any attempt to transfer such right to a third 
party shall be deemed null and void ab initio. · 

This agreement and transfer is approved by all owners or interest holders in MULTI GROUP 
CLAIMANTS and SPANISH LANGUAGE PRODUCERS. 

Ryan Galaz ~tatug 
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Declaration of Ms. Eva-Marie Nye 
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Before the 
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES 

The Library of Congress 

In re 

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE  
ROYALTY FUNDS 

CONSOLIDATED DOCKET NO. 
14-CRB-0010-CD/SD 

(2010-13) 
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE 
ROYALTY FUNDS 

DECLARATION OF EVA-MARIE NYE IN SUPPORT OF SETTLING DEVOTIONAL 
CLAIMANTS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

WHY MULTIGROUP CLAIMANTS SHOULD NOT BE DISQUALIFIED AS AN 
AGENT TO RECEIVE FUNDS ON BEHALF OF CLAIMANTS 

I, Eva-Marie Nye, hereby state and declare as follows: 

1. I am the Director of Research Services for the law firm Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman

LLP.   

2. In my prior declaration, I testified that “[t]he Public Information Report for the Texas

company [Worldwide Subsidy Group LLC] shows that it is an active company and that its 

‘partners’ are Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz.  Alfred Galaz appears to have signed the most recent 

filing, dated June 23, 2018.” 

3. I have reviewed Alfred Galaz’s Declaration in Support of Multigroup Claimants’

Opposition to Settling Devotional Claimants Motion for Order to Show Cause in which he 

testifies: 

Contrary to the assertion of the SDC, my signature does not appear on 
such document [the Public Information Report], nor the ‘signature’ of any 
person.  Moreover, I was never an owner of Worldwide Subsidy Group, 
LLC during 2018.  In fact, I had never previously seen such document, 
was not aware of such document, and am confident that no member of 
Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC prepared or filed such document. 

SDC Reply in Support of Motion for Order to Show Cause 
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4. I have also reviewed Multigroup Claimants’ Opposition to Settling Devotional Claimants

Motion for Order to Show Cause, in which Multigroup Claimants states: 

WSG can only speculate regarding how such document came into 
existence (presumably the product of some automatic filing), but is 
continuing to investigate. 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibits A, B, and C, respectively, are Worldwide Subsidy Group,

LLC’s three most recent Public Information Reports for 2016, 2017, and 2018, available online 

through the website of the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts.  No Public Information Report 

appears for 2019. 

6. Each form is clearly marked with a notice to “Please sign below!  This report must be

signed to satisfy tax requirements.”  At the bottom of each form, there is a box requiring the 

signatory to “sign here,” beneath a box that states:  “I declare that the information in this 

document and any attachments is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, as of 

the date below, and that a copy of this report has been mailed to each person named in this report 

who is an officer, director, general partner or manager and who is not currently employed by this 

or a related corporation, LLC, LP, PA or financial institution.”   

7. I have examined the Public Information Report form that is available for filers to

download and fill out.  There is no option to populate the signature box of the form 

automatically. 

8. Each of the Public Information Reports for 2016 and 2017 lists Denise Vernon as a

“Member” and Brian Boydston in an unstated capacity.  The Public Information Report for 2016 

contains a typewritten signature that reads “DENISE G VER DENISE G VERNON” dated 

September 13, 2016.  The Public Information Report for 2017 contains a handwritten signature 

that appears to read “Denise Vernon” dated September 11, 2017. 

SDC Reply in Support of Motion for Order to Show Cause 
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VILLA & WHITE, LLP 

Morris E. “Trey” White III (Texas Bar No. 24003162) 

1100 NW Loop 410 #802 

San Antonio, Texas 78213 

Tel: (210)   225-4500 

Fax: (210)   212-4649   

 

Attorneys for Plaintiff RTG, LLC 

 

      

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

SAN ANTONIO DIVISION 

 

 

RTG, LLC, a Florida Limited   ) 

Liability Company,    ) CASE NO. 5:19-CV-87-DAE 

       ) 

   Plaintiff,   ) 

       ) DECLARATION OF RYAN 

       ) T. GALAZ IN SUPPORT OF 

  v.     ) RTG LLC’S OPPOSITION 

) TO LISA FODERA’S 

) MOTION FOR PARTIAL 

) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

       ) 

LISA KATONA FODERA, an   ) 

individual,      ) 

       ) 

   Defendant.   ) 

____________________________________) 
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DECLARATION OF RYAN T. GALAZ 

 I, RYAN TAYLOR GALAZ, declare and state as follows: 

1. I am the sole principal of RTG, LLC, the plaintiff in this action.  I 

submit this declaration in support of Plaintiff RTG, LLC’s Opposition to Lisa 

Fodera’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.  The following facts are within 

my personal knowledge, and if called upon I could and would testify competently 

thereto. 

2. In September 2016, I discussed with Alfred Galaz, my grandfather, a 

transfer of a claim he held against Julian Jackson for monies/expenses that had 

been unrightfully distributed to Jackson by a court-appointed receiver (the 

“Jackson Claim”).  After a brief discussion, we agreed that I would pay $5,000 to 

acquire the unrealized, speculative claim against Mr. Jackson.  This transaction 

was confirmed by an email dated September 29, 2019.  A few days later, on 

October 3, 2016, I transferred $5,000 to Alfred Galaz.  These facts are 

corroborated by correspondence and documents submitted as exhibits.  Exhibits 

Q, R to Opposition. 

3. I placed ownership of the Jackson Claim into RTG, LLC, a limited 

liability company wholly owned by me.  I then engaged legal counsel in Los 

Angeles, California (Pick & Boydston LLP), who was already familiar with the 

matter, and agreed to handle the matter for RTG, LLC.  Ultimately, Pick & 
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Boydston LLP was paid $13,000 for its services.  I filed suit against Mr. Jackson 

on March 23, 2017.  Despite being served, Jackson failed to file a formal response, 

and on October 23, 2017, a default judgment was entered for $64,235.  

4. I was wholly unaware of any specifics of the litigation between my 

grandfather and my mother, other than what applied specifically to the Jackson 

Claim.  I testified as to such fact in my deposition, noting that the document 

references within my prove-up declaration were provided to me by my legal 

counsel.   

5. In sum, RTG, LLC paid more than $23,000 ($5,000 + $13,000 + 

$5,000) to obtain its 50% interest in the Music Rights, previously held by Jackson. 

6. RTG, LLC is owned exclusively by me, and has been since inception.  

I organized RTG, LLC.  I am the only person with access or control to RTG’s bank 

account.  I am the only person who maintains the books and records of RTG.  I am 

the only person who has ever filed tax returns on behalf of RTG, and the only 

person who benefitted financially from RTG.  RTG has engaged in three 

businesses thusfar, the acquisition of a monetary claim against Julian Jackson, the 

acquisition of music rights, and most significantly, the renovation of residential 

real estate.  The acquisition and renovation of real estate dwarfs the monetary 

value of the first two businesses by almost ten to one. 

Case 5:19-cv-00087-JKP-RBF   Document 27-28   Filed 10/03/19   Page 3 of 5



 4 

7. By contrast, Raul Galaz, my father, had no involvement in “setting 

up” RTG, as Lisa Fodera maintains.  RTG has never entered into any agreement 

with Raul Galaz.  Raul Galaz has never received any payment or compensation 

from RTG, despite RTG having substantial income.  Raul Galaz had no 

participation in RTG’s filing of a lawsuit against Jackson other than generally 

explaining the legal process to me.  Raul Galaz had zero involvement in the sale of 

Jackson’s assets, including any acquisition of Jackson’s music rights.  The entire 

involvement of Raul Galaz in any of RTG’s business was to periodically assist 

with the renovation of a duplex, and report to me when I could not deal with a 

matter firsthand.   

8. Until being accused by Lisa Fodera, my mother, I was wholly 

unaware of any injunction that existed in litigation between my grandfather and my 

mother, much less Fodera’s characterization thereof.  In fact, I never even spoke to 

Alfred Galaz, my grandfather, regarding the injunction or other rulings. 

9. Until this lawsuit, I had no knowledge that Fodera held any asserted 

interest in the Jackson Claim.  On behalf of myself and RTG, I believed Alfred 

Galaz had full authority to transfer the Jackson Claim and, by all appearances, he 

was not mistaken. 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that 

the foregoing is true and correct.  Executed this __ day of October, 2019, at 

Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

      ___________________________ 

       Ryan T. Galaz 

 

 

 

2nd
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EXHIBIT 6 

Quit Claim Deed From Worldwide Subsidy Group. LLC to RTG, LLC (Jan. 27, 2017) 
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MacLean, Matthew J.

From: MacLean, Matthew J.
Sent: Tuesday, March 3, 2020 4:39 PM
To: Brian D. Boydston, Esq.; jstewart@crowell.com; lhp@msk.com; victor.cosentino@larsongaston.com; 

john@beiterlaw.com; rdove@cov.com; ritchie.thomas@squirepb.com
Cc: 'Arnold Lutzker'; Ben Sternberg; Nyman, Jessica T.; Warley, Michael A.
Subject: RE: Multigroup Claimants Response to OSC

Brian, 

The filing of the public information report is required by Tex. Tax Code § 171.203.  The form on its face requires 
identification of the “[n]ame, title and mailing address of each … member …” of the LLC.  The signature line requires the 
signer to declare that the information contained on the form is “true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, as of the date below ….”  Each of the reports is signed in the name of either Denise Vernon or Alfred Galaz (even 
though Alfred Galaz denies ever seeing or signing the form).  So, yes, the disclosure on the public information reports is 
required by Texas law, as is the declaration by an authorized person.  Likewise, federal bankruptcy law required Alfred 
Galaz to disclose the identity of the recipient of the business interests that he conveyed. 

But you’re missing my point, which is that the publicly filed information – required or not – directly contradicts the 
information that you have submitted under seal.  Your argument seems to be that the publicly filed information is 
inaccurate, and that you have no obligation to make the ostensibly accurate information public.  Is it really necessary for 
me to file a motion to point out the flaw in this argument to the Judges? 

Matt 

Matthew J. MacLean | Partner 
Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP 
1200 Seventeenth Street NW | Washington, DC 20036‐3006 
t +1.202.663.8183 

matthew.maclean@pillsburylaw.com | website bio 

From: Brian D. Boydston, Esq. <brianb@ix.netcom.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 3, 2020 2:51 PM 
To: MacLean, Matthew J. <matthew.maclean@pillsburylaw.com>; jstewart@crowell.com; lhp@msk.com; 
victor.cosentino@larsongaston.com; john@beiterlaw.com; rdove@cov.com; ritchie.thomas@squirepb.com 
Cc: 'Arnold Lutzker' <arnie@lutzker.com>; Ben Sternberg <Ben@lutzker.com>; Nyman, Jessica T. 
<jessica.nyman@pillsburylaw.com>; Warley, Michael A. <michael.warley@pillsburylaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Multigroup Claimants Response to OSC 

Matt, your statement about Texas law and the filing of Public Information Reports is simply incorrect and, as I'm sure you 
have seen, even my name erantly appears on several of those filings. Most of these filings do not identify all of the current 
members, despite multiple other public proceedings wherein those owners are identified for WSG.  

If you look into this further, you will see that these are pro forma filings whose purpose is merely to inform the Texas 
Franchise Tax Board that an entity is still active.  
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As far as your umpteenth allegation of fraud, this time allegedly perpetuated through the use of a assumed business 
name, the argument simply does not make sense. You are arguing that the use of Independent Producers Group, 
Multigroup Claimants, or Spanish Language Producers obscures what information exactly? We have already cited Texas 
law on the matter (the jurisdiction WSG and each of the assumed business names have been used), but you seem to 
ignore it.  

In fact, there is no requirement in Texas that all of the members be identified, as is the case in most jurisdictions, no more 
than a corporation is obligated to affirmatively identify all of its owners. Ownership of WSG, a family-owned business, is a 
private matter, not a public matter, and your assertion of a nefarious purpose based on an incorrect interpretation of 
Texas law does not warrant our withdrawal of the Restricted clarification.  

Brian 

-----Original Message-----  
From: "MacLean, Matthew J."  
Sent: Mar 2, 2020 5:08 PM  
To: "Brian D. Boydston, Esq." , "jstewart@crowell.com" , "lhp@msk.com" , "victor.cosentino@larsongaston.com" , 
"john@beiterlaw.com" , "rdove@cov.com" , "ritchie.thomas@squirepb.com"  
Cc: 'Arnold Lutzker' , Ben Sternberg , "Nyman, Jessica T." , "Warley, Michael A."  
Subject: RE: Multigroup Claimants Response to OSC  

Brian, 

Pursuant to Section D of the Protective Order, the SDC object to Multigroup Claimants' designation as 
"Restricted" of Exhibits F, G, and H to Multigroup Claimants' response to the order to show cause, and the 
portions of Multigroup Claimant response referring to those exhibits. 

Exhibit F appears to be an instrument transferring Denise Vernon's interest in Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC to 
Alfred Galaz, "[e]ffective January 1, 2017," for consideration of one dollar. There is nothing even arguably 
confidential about this document. It has already been revealed in multiple public pleadings by Worldwide Subsidy 
Group and Multigroup Claimants that Denise Vernon was at one time the majority owner of Worldwide Subsidy 
Group, and Alfred Galaz submitted a public declaration claiming that he obtained a 99% interest in Worldwide 
Subsidy Group at some time before January 1, 2018. The only new piece of information contained in this 
document is that the "[e]ffective date" of the transfer is purported to be on January 1, 2017. Moreover, Worldwide 
Subsidy Group was required by Texas law to file a public information report each year, naming the current 
members of the LLC. Worldwide Subsidy Group has no legitimate expectation in keeping either its owners or 
dates of ownership confidential. 

Exhibit G appears to be an instrument transferring ownership of Worldwide Subsidy Group from Alfred Galaz and 
Ruth Galaz to Ryan Galaz "[e]ffective December 31, 2017," for consideration of one dollar. I don't currently know 
who Ryan Galaz is, but I expect it is safe to assume that he is another relative of Raul Galaz. As with Exhibit F, 
Worldwide Subsidy Group was required by Texas law to file a public information report disclosing the identities of 
its members, and it has no legitimate expectation of keeping its ownership secret. 

Moreover, according to footnote 1 of Multigroup Claimants' response to the order to show cause, "Alfred Galaz 
provided his bankruptcy legal counsel all of his relevant papers, including the document attached hereto as 
Exhibit G. Alfred Galaz speculated that such legal counsel simply misread the document, and identified Ruth 
Galaz, a co-signatory to the document, as the transferee, not Ryan Galaz." According to this footnote, Ryan Galaz 
would have been publicly identified in Alfred Galaz's bankruptcy petition as the transferee of Worldwide Subsidy 
Group but for the fact that Alfred Galaz's counsel "misread" the document. Again, there is no legitimate 
expectation that either the owner or the date of transfer of Worldwide Subsidy Group would be kept confidential. 
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Exhibit H appears to be an instrument transferring Alfred Galaz's "right, title and interest" in Multigroup Claimants 
and Spanish Language Producers to Ryan Galaz "[e]ffective January 1, 2018," for consideration of one dollar. 
The document falsely states that Multigroup Claimants has "no current financial obligations, and no current 
value," even though Multigroup Claimants claimed to have obligations as an agent for many dozens of copyright 
claimants, and was currently claiming a right to recover millions of dollars in royalties in multiple Copyright Royalty 
Board proceedings. Because there are legal requirements to register fictitious business names in most 
jurisdictions, and because Copyright Royalty Board regulations require claimants to provide the Board with legal 
names, Multigroup Claimants had no legitimate expectation that Ryan Galaz's identity could be kept secret. Use 
of a fictitious business name to obscure the identity of the true owner of a business is plainly improper, and has 
been found to be an indicator of fraud. 
 
Finally, the public interest in public disclosure of each of these documents is clear. The information in each of 
these exhibits directly conflicts with other information that Worldwide Subsidy Group or Alfred Galaz has made 
public: 
 
- Exhibit F, purporting to show a transfer of Worldwide Subsidy Group "[e]ffective January 1, 2017," from Denise 
Vernon to Alfred Galaz conflicts directly with Worldwide Subsidy Group's public information report for 2017, 
apparently signed by Denise Vernon on September 11, 2017, identifying Denise Vernon as Worldwide Subsidy 
Group's sole member. 
 
- Exhibit G, purporting to show a transfer of Worldwide Subsidy Group "[e]ffective December 31, 2017," from 
Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz to Ryan Galaz conflicts with Worldwide Subsidy Group's public information report for 
2017, discussed above, and with Worldwide Subsidy Group's public information report for 2018, apparently 
signed by Alfred Galaz on June 23, 2018, identifying Alfred Galaz and Ruth Galaz each as a "Partner" in 
Worldwide Subsidy Group. As noted, Exhibit G also conflicts with Alfred Galaz's public bankruptcy filing, in which 
he claims that he transferred "Worldwide Subsidy" to Ruth Galaz on January 1, 2018. 
 
- Exhibit H, purporting to show a transfer of Multigroup Claimants and Spanish Language Producers "[e]ffective 
January 1, 2018," from Alfred Galaz to Ryan Galaz conflicts with Alfred Galaz's declaration, filed with Multigroup 
Claimants' opposition on January 9, 2020, in which Alfred Galaz claimed, "even if I had been required to identify 
'Multigroup Claimants' in my bankruptcy petition, I had already transferred all interests held by it into Worldwide 
Subsidy Group, LLC, which adopted 'Multigroup Claimants' as an assumed name. At the time of such transfer, I 
owned 99% of Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC, and effective January 1, 2018 transferred all of my interest in that 
entity." Contrary to Alfred Galaz's public testimony, Exhibit H purports to show that Alfred Galaz transferred 
Multigroup Claimants to Ryan Galaz, not to Worldwide Subsidy Group, and that he transferred Multigroup 
Claimants after he had already transferred his 99% interest in Worldwide Subsidy Group. 
 
Multigroup Claimants / Worldwide Subsidy Group / the Galaz family cannot permissibly use the Judges' protective 
order to create one narrative in public (whether true or false) while advancing a different and contradictory 
narrative in restricted filings (whether true or false). There is absolutely no showing in support of your conclusory 
declaration that the disclosure of any of this information "could damage Multigroup Claimants and its principals" 
other than in the obvious respect that they might help to expose numerous false statements by Multigroup 
Claimants and its principals. The public has a right to access (see 37 C.F.R. § 302.1(a)), we have a right to a 
public hearing, and the Copyright Royalty Board has a right not allow its procedures to be misused to mislead 
whomever it is that "Multigroup Claimants" is trying to mislead. 
 
Would you please withdraw your designation of the documents as Restricted under the Protective Order? 
 
Matt 
 
 
Matthew J. MacLean | Partner 
Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP 
1200 Seventeenth Street NW | Washington, DC 20036-3006 
t +1.202.663.8183 
matthew.maclean@pillsburylaw.com 
 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
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From: Brian D. Boydston, Esq. <brianb@ix.netcom.com> 
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2020 7:12 PM 
To: jstewart@crowell.com; lhp@msk.com; victor.cosentino@larsongaston.com; john@beiterlaw.com; 
rdove@cov.com; ritchie.thomas@squirepb.com; MacLean, Matthew J. <matthew.maclean@pillsburylaw.com> 
Subject: Multigroup Claimants Response to OSC 

* EXTERNAL EMAIL *

Dear Counsel attached are the papers filed today by Multigroup Claimants in response to the CRB's OSC. 

Brian Boydston 

The contents of this message, together with any attachments, are intended only for the use of the individual or 
entity to which they are addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged, confidential and exempt 
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, 
or copying of this message, or any attachment, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, 
please notify the original sender or the Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman Service Desk at Tel: 800-477-0770, 
Option 1, immediately by telephone and delete this message, along with any attachments, from your computer. 
Nothing in this message may be construed as a digital or electronic signature of any employee of Pillsbury 
Winthrop Shaw Pittman. Thank you.  



Proof of Delivery

 I hereby certify that on Monday, June 29, 2020, I provided a true and correct copy of the

Settling Devotional Claimants' Motion to De-Designate Restricted Materials (De-Designated) to

the following:

 National Association of Broadcasters (NAB) aka CTV, represented by John Stewart, served

via ESERVICE at jstewart@crowell.com

 Joint Sports Claimants (JSC), represented by Michael E Kientzle, served via ESERVICE at

michael.kientzle@apks.com

 Public Television Claimants (PTC), represented by Dustin Cho, served via ESERVICE at

dcho@cov.com

 MPA-Represented Program Suppliers (MPA), represented by Gregory O Olaniran, served

via ESERVICE at goo@msk.com

 Canadian Claimants Group, represented by Lawrence K Satterfield, served via ESERVICE

at lksatterfield@satterfield-pllc.com

 Multigroup Claimants (MGC), represented by Brian D Boydston, served via ESERVICE at

brianb@ix.netcom.com

 Signed: /s/ Matthew J MacLean
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